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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-N 

Response to Comment Letter PC-N1 

Comment PC-N1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-N1-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-N1-1. 

Comment PC-N1-3 

A Financial Plan showing a fully funded Preferred Alternative is required before the Final 
EIR/EIS can be approved. Bonding against future Renewed Measure M sales tax receipts is 
planned for all of the build alternatives. Please see Common Response – Measure M Funding. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-N2 

Comment PC-N2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-N3 

Comment PC-N3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-N4 

Comment PC-N4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response –
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-N4-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-N4-1. 

Comment PC-N4-3 

A Financial Plan showing a fully funded Preferred Alternative is required before the Final 
EIR/EIS can be approved. Bonding against future Renewed Measure M sales tax receipts is 
planned for all of the build alternatives. Please see Common Response – Measure M Funding. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-N5 

Comment PC-N5-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Chapter 3, Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences, and Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures. Analysis of each environmental factor in this 
EIR/EIS includes discussion of the affected environment; environmental consequences, 
including construction impacts, permanent impacts, cumulative impacts, and, in some cases, 
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indirect impacts; and avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures for each project 
alternative, including the No Build Alternative and three build alternatives. Please also see 
Appendix P, Project Plans.  

Construction of the proposed project is planned to commence in 2015 and is anticipated to be 
completed in 2020. Please see Section 2.2.5, Construction, of the EIR/EIS for a detailed 
discussion on the construction duration for all three build alternatives. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-N6 

Comment PC-N6-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-N6-2 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Comment PC-N6-3 

Based on the Traffic Study conducted for the Draft EIR/EIS, the project includes improvements 
to Seal Beach Boulevard under all of the build alternatives. The current traffic congestion on 
Seal Beach Boulevard is not related to the proposed project because the project is several years 
from construction if a build alternative is selected.  

Comment PC-N6-4 

The additional lanes and improved performance on the freeway under the build alternatives 
compared to the No Build Alternative will encourage traffic currently diverting from the 
congested freeway to local streets to remain on the freeway. The current traffic congestion on 
Lampson Road is not related to the proposed project because the project is several years from 
construction if a build alternative is selected. 
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Comment PC-N6-5 

There is nothing in Renewed Measure M that either precludes or requires additional 
improvements beyond the single GP lane proposed in Alternative 1. OCTA has indicated that 
improvements to I-405 in addition to those identified in Alternative 1 would not be funded with 
Renewed Measure M revenues. For additional discussion of tolling and Renewed Measure M, 
please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling and Measure M Funding.  

Comment PC-N6-6 

The proposed project requires the limits of improvements to go beyond the Valley View Street 
limits to transition the additional lanes accordingly up to I-605 and shared county lines. Note that 
the project will not have as many impacts based on maintaining the structures constructed as part 
of the WCC Project intact with no replacements. 

Comment PC-N6-7 

The centerline has been optimized as part of the WCC Project. Any additional shifts would 
replicate construction impacts from that project. Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require 
relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to 
avoid relocation of the soundwall under Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – 
Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-N7 

Comment PC-N7-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-N8 

Comment PC-N8-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  R1-PC-N-15 March 2015 

Response to Comment Letter PC-N9 

Comment PC-N9-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Alternatives M3, M9, M10, M11, M12, and M13 (see Section 2.2.7 and Figure 2-8), evaluated as 
part of the I-405 MIS (2003-2006), included project components similar to what you are 
recommending within your comment. These alternatives were not considered viable alternatives 
for further consideration because they do not fulfill the project purpose and generally are 
substantially more expensive than the build alternatives (see discussion of Alternatives M3, M9, 
M10, M11, M12, and M13 in Section 2.7). Please also see Common Response – Elimination of 
LRT and BRT Alternatives. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-N10 

Comment PC-N10-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Dropping the additional GP lane in Alternatives 1 and 3 upstream of I-605 near Valley View 
Street as suggested in the comment would create a chokepoint at the drop location, because there 
would be no roadway to receive the lane’s traffic. Carrying that lane to I-605 and providing a full 
two-lane exit at the beginning of I-605 provides a location for ending the lane that has the 
capacity to receive the lane’s traffic. Consideration was given to a design option that would drop 
the second additional lane included in Alternative 2 just south of SR-22. See Common 
Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall for a discussion of this design option.  

Comment PC-N10-2 

The highest traffic noise level from a freeway occurs when traffic is at full capacity but flowing 
at the posted speed. Noise levels are reduced substantially when traffic is at stop-and-go 
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conditions. Future traffic noise levels are predicted for the free-flowing conditions, and 
soundwalls are recommended to provide noise abatement for the highest possible traffic noise 
that can be produced by the freeway. Please see Common Response – Noise/Noise Analysis. 

As described in Section 3.2.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS, emissions will be reduced under all of the 
build alternatives compared to the future No Build Alternative, and no permanent adverse 
project-related air quality effects were identified. Please see Common Response – Air Quality. 

Comment PC-N10-3 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-N10-4 

Please see Section 3.1.5 of the Draft EIR/EIS for a discussion on emergency services. Measure 
UT-2 has been included to ensure emergency providers are alerted in advance of any temporary 
road closures and delays so that they have adequate time to make appropriate accommodations to 
ensure prompt emergency response times that fulfill their responsibilities and defined service 
objectives. Please also see Response to Comment PC-N10-3. 

Comment PC-N10-5 

At this time, the construction phasing of soundwalls has not been determined; however, common 
practice for large projects involving construction near sensitive receptors is to complete 
soundwall construction prior to demolition of existing soundwalls that are identified to be 
replaced. Although this is common practice, it would likely not include placement of temporary 
noise barriers during construction of soundwalls. Please also see Response to Comment 
PC-N10-3 above.  

Comment PC-N10-6 

See Response to Comment PC-N10-3. 

Comment PC-N10-7 

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-N11 

Comment PC-N11-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

We appreciate your observations. All of the build alternatives will increase lane continuity in the 
project corridor. Other factors were also considered in identification of the Preferred Alternative. 
All of the build alternatives are anticipated to reduce congestion in the I-405 corridor; none are 
expected to eliminate congestion in the corridor. The benefits to congestion vary among the build 
alternatives. The benefits to congestion of the build alternatives are summarized in the Draft 
EIR/EIS in Tables 3.1.6-4 through 3.1.6-8 and Tables 3.1.6-12 through 3.1.6-14. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-N12 

Comment PC-N12-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-N13 

Comment PC-N13-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Please see Response to Comment PC-B20-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-N14 

Comment PC-N14-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 
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Comment PC-N14-2 

All of the build alternatives include a new entrance ramp from eastbound Ellis Street to I-405 
southbound. This ramp will reduce the queuing on Ellis Street that occurs nearly every morning. 
Because of its proximity to one of the limited number of Santa Ana River crossings in the 
Fountain Valley area, there is a large volume of traffic entering I-405 every weekday morning. 
The volume exceeds the volume discharged by the two lanes at the ramp meter such that there is 
a traffic queue that extends along the median of Ellis Avenue as much as 0.5-mile some 
mornings.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-N15 

Comment PC-N15-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-N16 

Comment PC-N16-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-N16-2 

Existing soundwalls can only be replaced by higher soundwalls if an additional 5-dB noise 
reduction could be achieved. Soundwalls have a “diminishing margin of return” once the line-of-
sight to major sources of traffic noise have been cut or blocked, which include, but are not 
limited to, tire, engine, and truck stack exhaust noise. The insertion loss for barriers does not 
follow a linear trend in reducing noise levels once the line-of-sight is removed from the tallest 
noise source, which for traffic noise, is the exhaust from truck stacks, which are approximately 
12 ft from ground level. The current maximum preferred height for soundwalls in California is 
16 ft due to seismic issues. Please also see Common Response – Noise/Noise Analysis. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-N17 

Comment PC-N17-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Soundwalls are recommended to provide abatement for traffic noise levels and are not designed 
to divert vehicle emissions. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-N18 

Comment PC-N18-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-N19 

Comment PC-N19-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  
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